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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-5, 12-17, 23-29, and 31-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nabavi (GB 2325548A) in view of Schneider et al. (US PAT: 
5,929,897, hereinafter Schneider). 

Regarding claim 1, Nabavi discloses a surveillance system comprising a second 
communications system (11, figure 1) communicatively coupled and adapted to transmit 
image data, a programmable surveillance system (8, figure 1) including a first t 
computer arrangement (1 and 10, figure 1) for processing data including image data, 
and including a camera (6, figure 1) configured and arranged to capture images, 
wherein the captured images are processed as data by the first computer arrangement, 
and wherein the programmable system is configured to receive the request for image 
data and to automatically access and deliver image to the second communication 
system, and a second compute arrangement (9, Figure 1) for communicatively coupling 
with the second communication system and for processing data including image data 
and configured and arranged to retrieve image data delivered by the ftrst computer 
arrangement (page 3 line 12 through page 8 line 22). Nabavi differs aom the claimed 
invention in not specifically teaching a first communicate on system communicatively 
coupled and adapted to deliver a request for image data so that the first computer 
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arrangement is configured to receive the request for image data from the first 
communication system. However, Schneider teaches a cost effective method for 
establishing a video communication between a remote station and a central facility by 
delivering a request for establishing a video call, i.e., image data communication, over a 
POTS, i.e., a first communication system, and then the central facility, read as the first 
computer arrangement, is operable fo automatically establishing video communication 
to the high bandwidth channel, i.e., a second communication system, in response to the 
request received from the first communication system (col. 1 lines 53-6 1 , col. 4 lines 
30-41 and col. 5 line 64 through col. 6 line 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Nabavi 
in having the first communication system communicatively coupled and adapted to 
deliver a request for image data so that the first computer arrangement Is configured to 
receive the request for image data from the first communication system, as per teaching 
of Schneider, in order to establish the video communication in a cost effective manner 
and further, as is well known in the art, POTS provides more reliable communication 
medium, compared to other communication systems such as Internet for reliable 
communications purposes. 

Regarding claim 2, Nabavi discloses at least one of the first and second 
communications systems including the Internet, wherein the programmable 
surveillance system accesses the Internet by logging on to the internet via an Internet 
service provider (page 4 lines 3-24). 

Regarding claims 3-5, Schneider discloses at least one of the first and second 
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communications system including a plain-old-telephone-system, wireless system or a 
paging system (col. 6 line 64 and col. 7 line 16). 

Regarding claims 12-13, Schneider discloses the first and second 
communications system including in a single communications system, wherein the 
communication system includes at least two communication forms (fkure 4). 

Regarding claim 14, Nabavi discloses the programmable surveillance system 
being further configured and arranged to gather and deliver image data to the second 
communications system responsive to the request (page 5 lines 12-18). 

Regarding claim 15, Nabavi discloses the camera including a video cnmera and 
wherein the image data includes video data (page 3 lines 19-20), 

Regarding claims 16-17, Nabavi discloses the programmable surveillance 
system including a microphone configured and arrange to capture audio, wherein the 
captured audio is processed as data by the first computer arrangement for transfer over 
the second communications system, wherein the second computer arrangement 
processes audio data, wherein the programmable surveillance system is configured and 
arrange to gather audio in response to the request (page 7 lines 27-28). 

Regarding claims 23-24, Nabavi teaches the programmable surveillance system 
to establish a secure link, i.e., an encrypted link, with the second computer arrangement 
by encoding the image data including a password prior to deliver the encoded image 
data over the second communication network, wherein the second computer 
arrangement is adapted to decode the encoded image data using the password (page 6 
lines 8-17). 
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Regarding claims 25-26, the limitations of the claimg are rejected oes the same 
reasons set forth in claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 27-29, Nabavi discloses to gather image data, wherein the 
image data includes video data as streaming video over the Internet (page 5 lines 9-23). 

Regarding claims 31-34, the limitations of the claim are rejected as the same 
reasons set forth in claims 23-24. 

Regarding claim 35, the limitations of the claim are rejected for the same reasons 
set forth in claims 16-17, 

3. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nabavi in 
view of Schneider as applied to claim above, and further in view of Fujiwara et al. (JP 
09330283A, hereinafter Fujiwara). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Nabavi and Schneider differs aom the 
claimed invention in not specifically teaching at least one of the first and the second 
communication systems including an email system. However, Fujiwara teaches a 
system for alarm monitoring by electronic mail system (abstract). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the combination of Nabavi and Schneider in having at least one of the 
first and the second communication system including an email system, as per teaching 
of Fujiwara, in order to automatically inform an individual or group of fault occurrence by 
selecting a reported party according to the fault contents of fault alarm information. 
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4. Claims 7, 11, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nabavi inn view of Schneider as applied to claim above, and further 
in view of Newlin (US PAT: 6,01 1 ,579), 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Nabavi and Schneider differs aom the 
claimed invention in not specifically teaching the ftrst communication system including a 
telephone, wherein the programmable surveillance system is adapted to receive a 
telephone call from the telephone and, in response to the telephone call, offer an audio 
menu of choices for delivery of the video data, wherein the telephone is adapted to 
deliver a response to the audio menu, and wherein the programmable surveillance 
system is further adapted to respond to the response to the audio menu. However, 
Newlin teaches a video access apparatus (150, figure 3) being adapted to receive a call 
from a telephone (295, figure 3) and offer an audio menu of choice for establishing 
video communication including delivering video data, in order to make user friendly (col. 
16 line 10 through col. 17 line 51). Therefore, 'it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of 
Nabavi and Schneider including the telephone, wherein the programmable surveillance 
system is adapted to receive the telephone call from the telephone and offer the audio 
menu of choices for delivery of the video data in response to the telephone call, as per 
teaching of Newlin, in order to make user friendly. 

Regarding claim 11, Nabavi discloses the programmable surveillance system (8, 
figure 1 ) is programmed with an access code and adapted to request the access code 
in response to a call and automatically access and deliver image data to the second 
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communication system in response to the access code being entered (page 5 lines 6-18 
and 24-31 ). Nabavi differs from the claimed invention in not specifically teaching the 
first communication system including telephone. However, Newlin teaches a video 
access apparatus (150, figure 3) being adapted to receive a call from a telephone (295, 
figure 3) for deliver image data in response to the call from the telephone in order to 
make user friendly (col. 16 line 10 through col. 17 line 51). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Nabavi including the telephone, as per teaching of Newlin, in order to make 
user friendly. 

Regarding claim 36 and 37, the limitations of the claim are rejected for the same 
reasons as set forth in claim 7. 

5. Claims 9-10 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nabavi in view of Schneider as applied to claims above, and further in view of 
Richard III et al. (US PAT: 5,790.174, hereinafter Richard). 

Regarding claims 9- 10, Nabavi teaches the programmable surveillance system 
automatically accessing and delivering image data (page 8 lines 13-1%. The 
combination of Nabavi and Schneider differs from the claimed invention in not 
specifically teaching the request for image data including the provision of a caller ID 
number, wherein the programmable surveillance system is programmed with at least 
one stored caller ID number, and wherein the programmable surveillance system is 
adapted to detect the caller ID number of the request and compare the caller ID number 
with the at least one stored caller ID number and, in response to detecting a match. 
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wherein each of the at least one stored caller ID numbers includes a programmable 
communications delivery method, and wherein the programmable surveillance 
system is adapted to automatically access and deliver image data via the programmed 
communications delivery method corresponding to the matched caller ID number. 
However, Richard teaches to provide surveillance video data from a video information 
provider to subscriber including the provision of a user ID, wherein the video information 
provider is adapted to check whether the user ID is valid by comparing with at least one 
stored user ID number (col. 9 lines 55-59) in order to identify the subscriber for 
interactive video control. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of Nabavi 
and Sclmeider in including the provision of a caller ID number, wherein the 
programmable surveillance system is programmed with at least one stored caller ID 
number, and wherein the programmable surveillance system is adapted to detect the 
caller ID number of the request and compare the caller ID number with the at least one 
stored caller ID number and, in response to detecting a match, wherein each of the at 
least one stored caller ID numbers includes a programmed communications delivery' 
method, and wherein the programmable surveillance system is adapted to automatically 
access and deliver image data via the programmed communications delivery method 
corresponding to the matched caller ID number, as per teaching of Richard, in order to 
identify the subscriber for interactive video control. 

Regarding claim 30, the limitations of the claim m'e rejected as the same reasons 
set forth in claims 9-10. 
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6. Claims 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nabavi in view of Schneider as applied to claims above, and further in view of Mun et al, 
(US PAT: 6,094,213, hereinafter Mun). 

Regarding cairns 18-20, the combination of Nabavi and Schneider differs from 
the claimed invention in not specifically teaching the programmable surveillance system 
includes a videoconferencing device, wherein the videoconferencing device has a multi- 
processor architecture that processes video data using a specialized DSP arrangement 
and a built in display. However, Mun teaches a computer conferencing system with 
videophone connection function having multiprocessor architecture that processes 
video data using specialized DSP (figure 4 and col. 4 line 46 through col. 5 line 22) and 
a built-in display 'figure 4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of 
Nabavi and Schneider in having videoconferencing device, wherein the 
videoconferencing device has the multi-processor architecture that processes video 
data using the specialized DSP arrangement and the built in display, as per teaching of 
Mun, in order to enable video conferencing between computer surveillance systems. 

Regarding claim 2 1, Nabavi discloses the programmable surveillance system 
including a built-in integrated internet circuit access arrangement (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 22, Mun teaches the second computer arrangement including a 
video conferencing device (col. 2 lines 38-51 and col. 6 lines 1 1-28). 

7. Claim 8 is allowed. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on 10-17-2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Rejection of claims 1-5, 12-17, 23-29, 31-35 under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
obvious over Nabavi (GB 2325548) in view of Schneider et al. (US PAT: 5,929,897. 
hereinafter Schneider): regarding rejection of the above claims, Applicant argues in the 
last paragraph of page 10 of his response to office action dated July 12, 2005 to the 
effect that Nabavi and Schneider cannot be combined and go into enormous lengths to 
allege that office action has not given any reason to combine the references other than 
asserting that skilled artesian would introduce a first communication service ('897 
POTS) communicatively coupled and adapted to deliver a request for image data in 
order to establish video communication with alarm controller 1 and /or computer 19 of 
the '548 reference. Contrary to applicant's allegation that the office action has not given 
any reasons to combine the references, office action clearly states that Schneider 
teaches a cost effective method for establishing video communication between a 
remote station and a central facility by delivering a request for establishing a video call, 
i.e., image data communications, over a POTS, i.e.. a first communication system, and 
then the central facility, read as the first computer arrangement, is operable for 
automatically establishing video communication to the high bandwidth channel, i.e., a 
second communication system, in response to the request received from the first 
communication system (col. 1, lines 53-61, col. 4 lines 30-41 and col. 5 line 64 through 
col. 6 line 3). Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art at the time invention was made 
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would be motivated to modify Nabavi's system in having a first communication system 
communicatively coupled and adapted to deliver a request for image data so that first 
computer arrangement is configured to receive request for image data from the first 
communication system, as per teaching of Schneider, in order to establish the video 
communication in cost effective manner and further, as is well known in the art POTS 
provides more reliable communication medium, compared to other communication 
systems such as internet for communication purposes. Applicant further argues that 
rationale for combining Nabavi with Schneider is arrived at hindsight. In response to 
applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is based upon 
improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on obviousness 
is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so long 
as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only 
from the applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 
443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). Applicant further continues to allege in 
the last two paragraphs of page 1 1 of his response dated 10-17-2005, that the 
combining of Nabavi with Schneider is not proper which is not persuasive because as 
explained above one of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to combine Nabavi 
with Schneider for reasons set forth above. 

Applicant further argues in last paragraph of page 1 1 of his response dated 10- 
17-2005 that central monitoring station 8 does not correspond to the claimed 
programmable surveillance system because it does not include a camera configured 
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and arranged to capture images. Regarding this as set forth in the office action above. 
Nabavi teaches the following: programmable surveillance system (8, fig. 1) which 
indicates general arrangement that includes a first computer arrangement (1 , fig, 1 ) for 
processing image data, and including a camera (6, fig, 1 , page 3 line 12 through page 8 
line 22). Nabavi's item (1, fig. 1) corresponds to applicant's programmable surveillance 
system (1 30, fig. 1 ) of applicant's drawing. Applicant further alleges that no portion of 
'548 reference has been identified as receiving a request for image data and in 
response and in response to automatically and delivering image data to a second 
communication system. Contrary to applicant's interpretation of Nabavi reference 
teaches the following: receiving a request for image data and in response and in 
response to automatically and delivering image data to a second communication system 
(page 6, line 7 - page 7, line 26) which is clearly set forth in the office action above. 

In light of above explanation, rejection of claims 1-37 is maintained as set forth in 
the office action above, 

9- THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL- Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melur Ramakrishnaiah whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8098. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 Hr schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Curt Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499, The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). /) 




Melur Ramakrishnaiah 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2643 



